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Rt. 12, Frederick, rut. 21701 

3/27/78 




ftr. onnoth H. strawberry 

FOXA Staff, bureau of Public Affairs 

Department of 3tate 

WasirL *gtan , D.C. 20520 FOXa Ap eal r2, $610104 

bear ftr. Strawberry, 


.imsiveness may be a recognized practise In matters diplomatic but it is not in 
ratters. Your letter of 3/24 is so eyssive that it does not reflect vy appeal anti 
^ an explicit denial oi t.ie apeal. It la, rather, an argument. 1 hereby renew 
i «al and ask that you act on it in accordance *ith the Act. 


You an<i through you the be partiaen t also shift ground. 

In your form dated 3/3 you ararkoa # Q,"...does not refer to records or documents 
of t.'je Department. ...” 


xtow you quote 'a bepartnent Ugal Adviser that f . . . is not a request for reasonably 
identifiable records," not because they are not in fact "reasonably Identifiable” but, 
an^ i hero quot‘d without otxj.3~i.on, "because it would be unreasonably burdensome.” How? 

I again quote without omission, " to check all the Department records on Oswald against 
all the National Archives and Records Service and barren ^omraisrtion records to see if they 
come within his (meaning my) request.*” Your counsel adds ana you conclude, "She is asking 


u 


screen 


arch 


Of 

Oswald, 

ask you 


course I could simplify your problem by requesting 
along with a repetition of ay request for a waiver 
to regard this as that request unless you end this 




of costa, an 
stonewalling 


to 


I an not without some fariiliarity with 
has spent recent decades making them inacces 
record-keeping relating to records proviso*: 

•fhils 


the Department* 3 records system, un&ess 
oihle. Nor am X without kno ledge of the 
to the barren Co mission. 


the Do par men t can identify each Oswald record with case, there ia no reasonable 
tou bt jV Uit it immediately after the asr^as siaation prepared a list of all such records, when 
it pfpf provided some of these records to the Occasion it h d another list. Where there 
13 classification, with/ or without, withholding, thsro is another list. It is com: on- 
place and it i3 not unrsaaona ble to oocipare lists, This is done, by thfe* government regularly 
in response to my FOIA requests. Without such practices you can* t function. 


o 


there there is withholding there is a till another list. I hnva * BWkb^r of tr.em from 
varioue sources ranging foom th^ Archives to the CIA. These lists identify what is .dthheld 
anvi specify th»' s J \.vr{.’r.)wiona clniii^ed and, when done properly, the authority for the claims. 

Your counsel is attempting to write {or rewrite) Law, not read it and its waning, 

i have noc as&ocj research of you. 1 have asked for identifiable records. In response jo u 
are required to max© a good-faith search, with due diligence. This being what the Attorney 
General has designated an historical case, you tore supposed to take an even restMctive 
epproach to the clear meaning and intent of the Act. 


it boils down to an end of denial of the existence of the records I've requested 
and the spurious ulaim that providing them is too ouch work. In fact it is truch less work 

t. an is coaaaon in historical KOI A cases. It has all the ap earance of another effort to 
withhold outsi e the exemptions of the Act. 


If this appeal is f d|gieu please do it in proper form so the administrative record will 
be dear. 2 lease a, A 30 t the above request for all Oswald records, letting me know 

the approximate date of availability to me. sincerely, Harold Weisberg 





